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DETAILED ACTION 

1. This action is responsive to application 09/879.024 filed 12/14/2004. 

2. Claims 1-13 are pending in the case. Claims 1 and 10-13 are independent claims. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 
The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by another filed 
in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an application for 
patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an 
international application filed under-the treaty defined in section 35 1 (a) shall have the effects for purposes of this 
subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United 
States and was published under Article 2 1 (2) of such treaty in the English language. 

3. Claims 1-5 and 8-13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by 
Alexander (USPN 6,732,331 Bl— filing date 2/15/2000). 

4. Regarding independent claim 1, Alexander discloses a method for converting display 
source code of an application on a server to a network interactive web-browser page (see 
col. 4, lines 15-40, the invention is a Web server application that services requests for 
Web pages), said method comprising the steps of: (a) resolving the display source code of 
the application into a plurality of record formats (see col. 4, lines 15-40, this is inherent to 
processing the HTTP content of the web page); (b) for each of the plurality of record 
formats, resolving a plurality of references within the record format to database files (see 
col. 4, lines 15-40, the web pages may be populated in conjunction with a database); (c) 
determining the hierarchy and relationships of the plurality of references (see col 4, lines 

1 5-40, this is inherent to the interpretation of a web page); (d) parsing the plurality of 
references to a web- language file using nested tags to capture the hierarchy and 
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relationship of the plurality of references to create network user interface pages (see col. 
4, lines 15-40, this is inherent to the interpretation of a web page); and (e) converting the 
network user interface pages to an object-oriented platform-independent network 
language (see col. 4, lines 15-40, the use of Enterprise JavaBeans implies an object- 
oriented superstructure) by: (i) creating dynamic components for input, output, and 
feedback references (see col. 4, lines 15-40, the use of Enterprise JavaBeans implies such 
dynamic components), and (ii) creating a static component for unchanging references of 
each record format (see col. 4, lines 15-40, the markup language itself is a static 
component). 

5. Regarding dependent claim 2, Alexander discloses a method wherein the network 
interactive web-browser page is displayed on the Internet (this is inherent to the 
processing of the Web application in col. 4, lines 15-40). 

6. Regarding dependent claim 3, Alexander discloses a method wherein the network 
interactive web-browser page is displayed on a network selected from the group 
consisting of: an internal network, an Intranet, a LAN, a WAN, an internal bus, a wireless 
network (Figure 1, item 14 shows an internal network). 

7. Regarding dependent claim 4, Alexander discloses a method wherein the web-language 
file is an XML language file (Alexander discloses the use of XML in col. 4, lines 30-35). 

8. Regarding dependent claim 5, Alexander discloses a method wherein the XML 
language file is an HTML file (Alexander discloses the use of HTML in col. 4, lines 25- 
35). 
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9. Regarding dependent claim 8, Alexander discloses a method wherein the dynamic 
components further comprise JavaBeans (Alexander discloses the use of JavaBeans in 
col. 4, lines 30-40). 

10. Regarding dependent claim 9, Alexander discloses a method wherein the network user 
interface pages are stored on the server (Alexander discloses enhanced server-side 
functionality in col. 4, lines 30-40). 

1 1 . Regarding independent claim 10, it is a computer readable medium for a program that 
performs a method similar to that claimed by claim 1 , and is rejected under similar 
rationale. 

12. Regarding independent claim 11, it is a computer readable medium for a program that 
performs a method similar to that claimed by claim 1, and is rejected under similar 
rationale. 

13. Regarding independent claim 12, it is a computer system that is a more broadly claimed 
version of a system that is designed to perform the method of claim 1 and is rejected 
under similar rationale. 

14. Regarding independent claim 13, it is a computer server that is designed to perform 
parts of the method of claim 1 and it is rejected under similar rationale. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 
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1 5. Claims 6-7 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Alexander, further in view of Zhou et aL (USPAP US 2002/0162093 Al— filing date 
4/30/2001, hereinafter Zhou). 

16. Regarding dependent claim 6, Alexander fails to disclose that the XML language file is 
a WML file. However, Zhou discloses in [0064] that XML and WML are similar types 
of language which affect localization, so it would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the art at the time of the invention to use WML as a type of XML because it 
would help to localize the XML 

17. Regarding dependent claim 7, Alexander fails to disclose that the static component 
further comprises a JavaServer Page. However, Zhou discloses in [0064] the use of 
JavaServer Pages to enhance J2EE functionally. It would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to use JavaServer pages in conjunction 
with Alexander to enhance J2EE functionality. 

Conclusion 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure. 

USPN 6,473,794 Bl (filing date 5/27/1999)— Guheen et al. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Jonathan D. Schlaifer whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
4129. The examiner can normally be reached on 8:30-5:00, M-F. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Stephen Hong can be reached on (571) 272-4124. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 





